JFK’s assassination 
was a conspiracy 

By VINCENT J. SALANPRIA 

T he movie JFK has come un- 
der fire for pandering to the 
paranoid fantasies of a 
young audience, whose nerve end- 
ings were feared to have been 
dulled by years of MTV. It really 
makes no difference whether or not 
Oliver Stone and Jim Garrison were 
looking for their long-lost fathers 
in John F. Kennedy, or if the movie 
idealized Garrison, or even if Kevin 
Costner can act. I can easily demon- 
strate in plodding prose, without 
Hollywood’s alleged histrionics, 
that Kennedy’s assassination was 
indeed a military coup. 

With not even a twinge of nostal- 
gia for the days of Camelot, I can 


Kennedy himself 
spelled out the 
scenario that would 
end his life. 


show that the president intended to 
end the Cold War and eventually 
pull out of Vietnam, and that, for 
this reason, the military industrial 
complex, the generals, admirals and 
CIA decided to overthrow him. 

If the Warren Commission report 
and its 26 supporting volumes had 
revealed evidentiary inconsisten- 
cies pointing to and away from con- 
spiracy, we would have been able to 
accept these as natural mistakes. 
But from the very beginning, the 
federal government and its Warren 
report have espoused a lone-assas- 
sin theory and have doggedly 
sought to discredit any evidence 
that would have indicated a con- 
spiracy. Only a guilty government 
would take such pains in the face of 
consistent public disbelief to ignore 
all evidence of a conspiracy. For if 
the government were innocent, it 
stands to reason that the govern- 
ment would have nothing to hide. 

Space permits the enumeration of 
but a small fraction of the bizarre 
irregularities set forth in the War- 
ren report. Immediately after the 
assassination, federal authorities 
had the president’s limousine ille- 


gally removed from Dallas, the ju- 
risdiction of the crime, washed and 
repaired, thus destroying vital evi- 
dence. Gov. John Connally’s cloth- 
ing was dry-cleaned and pressed 
prior to being turned over to the 
Warren Commission. 

At Bethesda Naval Hospital sev- 
eral admirals and a general ordered 


Lt. Col. Pierre Finck, who was per- 
forming the autopsy, to refrain 
from dissecting the interior ot the 
president’s neck, and he was" not 
allowed to track the path of the 
bullet through the president’s body 
— or, for all intents and purposes to 
perform an autopsy. 

Cmdr. James J. Humes, who pre- 
pared the original autopsy notes, 
certified to burning these docu- 
ments in his fireplace at home. It is 
inconceivable that he would have 
destroyed these precious historical 
documents without having been or- 
dered to do so by his military supe- 
riors; 

The Warren Commission never 
had access to the photographs and 
X-rays of Kennedy’s body. Instead 
the members chose to rely for posi- 
tioning the wounds on the autopsy 
face sheet, the president’s clothing 
and the military’s drawings of the 
wounds. All of these documents 
were mutually contradictory. I trust 
that at this late date no one will be 
gullible enough to accept as authen- 
tic X-rays and photographs that the 
crime’s prime suspect may release 
in the future. 

Immediately after the assassina- 
tion, the federal government deter- 
mined that Lee Harvey Oswald had 
killed the president and had acted 
alone. Before he could testify at his 
own trial, Oswald was himself killed. 

The government has continued to . 
espouse the single-assassin theory de- 
spite overwhelming evidence of a 
conspiracy. The Zapruder film re- 
vealed a conspiracy. The eyewitness 
affidavits of persons on the scene at 
Dealey Plaza showed a conspiracy. 
The Secret Service agents assigned to 
the presidential motorcade spoke of 
shots from different directions and 
therefore conspiracy. 

The Parkland Hospital doctors and 
a nurse who examined the presi- 
dent’s wounds described wounds 
that were attributable to bullet 
strikes fired from different vantage 
points. The FBI report of the autopsy, 
which concluded that the magic sin- 
gle bullet had performed no magic 
and had lodged in the president’s 
back, demonstrated a conspiracy. 

Only a guilty government would 
cling to the single-assassin fiction, 
which, according to the lastest pub- 
lic opinion poll, merely 16 percent of 
the American people accept. And an 
innocent government would not 
criminally tamper with evidence in 
order to protect the Soviet Union, 
Cuba, the Mafia, a spinoff from the 
CIA or a few conspiratorial nuts. An 
innocent government would have 
kept all of its options open. Govern- 
mental leaders would commit the 
crime of destroying evidence and 
obstructing justice only to protect 
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themselves. 

"Sen. Arlen Specter has called the 
movie JFK absurd because it offers 
the hypothesis that President Ken- 
nedy was assassinated by the mili- 
tary-industrial complex. Would 
Specter consider this hypothesis ab- 
surd if Kennedy had himself enter- 
tained the same idea? 

In his book, The Pleasure of His 
Company, Paul B. Fay, a close friend 
of the president, recalls that Ken- 
nedy told him that the possibility of 
a military takeover in the United 

States “was very real ” Using the 

Bay of Pigs as a metaphor for cow- 
ardice vis-a-vis the Soviets that 
would displease the military, Ken- 
nedy lay down the conditions as 
follows: 

• The country would have a young 
president. President Kennedy was 
young. 

• There would be a Bay of Pigs. 
There was. 

• The military would criticize his 
handling of the crisis. They did. 

• If there was ‘“another Bay of 
Pigs, the military would then con- 
sider overthrowing the elected es- 
tablishment,” the president said. 
The Cuban missile crisis was a sec- 
ond “Bay of Pigs.’” 

• Finally, the president said, “. . . if 


there were a third Bay of Pigs, it 
could happen.” There was a third 
Bay of Pigs in the form of a nuclear 
test ban treaty, which “the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff declared themselves 
opposed to under almost any terms” 
Kennedy knew that his efforts to 
end the Cold War might lead to his 
assassination. In A Thousand Days , 
Arthur M. Schlesinger Jr. recalls 
that when the president “saw Nixon 
after the Bay of Pigs, he said, ‘If I do 


the right kind of job, I don’t know 
whether I am going to be here four 
years from now. ... If someone is 
going to kill me,’ he would say, ‘they 
are going to kill me.’ ” 

Kennedy nonetheless continued 
to try to end the Cold War. In his 
American University speech in 
June 1963 he committed himself to 
an enduring peace: 

“Not a Pax Americana enforced 
on the world by American weapons 
of war ... not merely peace for 
Americans, but peace for all men; 
not merely peace in our time but 
peace for all time.” 

Theodore C. Sorensen in his book 
Kennedy , wrote: 

“He anticipated that an increased 
stabilization of the arms race and 
an easing of East-West tensions 
would enable him to devote a larger 
share of expenditure increases to 
domestic and particularly urban 
needs. This trend was already re- 
flected in his forward budget plan- 
ning for 1964.” • 

An escalation in Vietnam was cer- 
tainly not compatible with Kenne- 
dy’s words and budget. William 
Atwood, the U.N. ambassador, tells 
us that Kennedy authorized him 
late in November 1963 to explore 
the normalization of relations with 
Fidel Castro. This was put on hold 
when Kennedy was struck down. 

Quod erat demonstrandum . 

Vincent J. Salandria , a Philadelphia 
lawyer, is a longtime friend of for- 
mer New Orleans District Attorney 
Jim Garrison . He has written exten- 
sively criticizing the Warren Com- 
mission report. 



